ZONING CHANGE REVIEW SHEET

CASE: C814-06-0175.02 East Ave PUD P. C. DATE: 2-24-2009

ADDRESS: 3400 N. IH 35 SVRD SB AREA: 23.00 Acres

APPLICANT: East Avenue IG, L. P. AGENT: Alice Glaso Consulting
(Andy Sarwal) (Alice Glaso)

NEIGHBORHOOD PLAN AREA: Hancock

CAPITOL VIEW: No WATERSHED: Boggy/Waller Creek
T.LA.: No.

HILL COUNTRY ROADWAY: No DESIRED DEVELOPMENT ZONE: Yes
ZONING FROM: PUD-NP ZONING TO: PUD-NP

SUMMARY STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends an amendment to Planned Unit Development - Neighborhood Plan — PUD-NP for
the East Avenue PUD to modify the setback along the North property line as shown on Exhibit “B”.

PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMENDATION:

The motion to approve staff’s recommendation for PUD zoning; was approved on the Consent Agenda
by Commissioner Mandy Dealey’s motion, Commissioner Chris Ewen second the motion on a vote of

9-0.
DEPARTMENT COMMENTS:

The East Avenue Planned Unit Development is a twenty three acre PUD approved on March 26, 2007
by the City Council by Ordinance # 20070326-002. The proposed PUD is a mixed use development
that includes single family condominiums, multi-family residential, retail/commercial and a hotel. The
applicant submitted an administrative PUD amendment that called for three changes to the approved
PUD plan. These three changes include the following:

1. Establish a new roadway cross-section for Concordia Avenue and the Concordia Avenue
private drive extension.

2. Modify previously established alleyways within the PUD on Parcels B1 and B3.

3. Include additional architectural features on the eastern side of the East Avenue Development
adjacent to IH 35 access road.

Further analysis of the roadway cross-section revealed that the proposed realignment of the alley
on Parcel B3 also decreased the setback on the north property line of the proposed PUD. On the
approved plan for the PUD, Parcel B3 shows a twenty foot alley (20”) with a five foot setback (5°)
for a total of twenty five feet (25°) between the proposed structure on Parcel B3 and the single
family dwellings to the north. Also depicted on the PUD plan is a “buildable area limit” for parcel



2

B3. In the second amendment, the applicant is proposing the realignment of the alley to no longer
be adjacent to the north property line and to run in between the two townhome structures, thereby
reducing the setback and moving outside of the “buildable area limit”. The PUD is exempt from
external Compatibility Standards. Since Compatibility Standards are waived for the PUD, and had
the plan not depicted a “buildable area limit”, the development could have come to within five feet
(5} of the property line similar to that of Parcel Bl to the Northeast. The applicant is proposing a
new setback of fifteen feet, seven inches (15°7”) adjacent to the single family residences to the
north. Moving the alley away from the single family dwellings will eliminate the potential of noise
from vehicles, both private and public such as trash trucks while still providing adequate open
space between the PUD and the single family residential uses to the north.

EXISTING ZONING AND LAND USES:

ZONING LAND USES
SITE PUD-NP Mixed Use/Residential - Commercial
NORTH _ SF-3-CO-NP Single Family Residential
SOUTH PUD-NP Saint David’s Medical Center
EAST CS-MU-CO-NP Office/Restaurant
WEST MF-4-NP Multi-Family
CASE HISTORIES:
CASE NUMBER | REQUEST PLANNING COMMISSION CITY COUNCIL
From GO-MU-
C814-06-0068 NP, CS-NP & Approved PUD-NP Approved PUD-NP
St. David’s GR-CO-NP to [Vote: 6-2] [Vote: 7-0]
PUD-NP
C14-95-0004 From MF-4 to Approved GO Approved GO
E. 32" st. GO [Vote: 7-0] [Vote: 5-0]

BASIS FOR RECOMMENDATION:

1 Zoning should promote a transition between adjacent and nearby zoning districts, land uses,
and development intensities.

While the East Avenue Planned Unit Development is exempt from external Compatibility Standards,
reasonable consideration is being given to the single family development to the north with regards to
setbacks and land use intensities.

NEIGHBORHOOD ORGANIZATION:

Mueller Neighborhoods Coalition e Anberly Airport Assoc.
Homeless Neighborhood Assoc. e North Austin Neigh. Alliance
Upper Boggy Creek Neighborhood e CANPALC.

Planning Team ¢ Austin Neighborhood Coucil

¢ Pointe Condo HOA
¢ Cherrywood Neighborhood Assoc.



SCHOOLS:
Lee Elementary School
Kealing Middle School
McCallum High School

SITE PLAN COMMENTS RECEIVED:
Site plan comments are cleared.

TRANSPORTATION COMMENTS RECEIVED:

Transportation comments are cleared

CITY COUNCIL DATE:  03/26/09 ACTION: Postponed to 4/23/09
04/23/09 Postponed to 5/21/09
05/21/09 Postponed to 6/11/09

ORDINANCE READINGS: 157 oND 3RD ORDINANCE NUMBER:

CASE MANAGER: Clark Patterson PHONE: 974-7691

Clark.patterson@ci.austin.tx.us
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Hancock Neighborhood Association

January 14, 2009

Mr. Andy Sarwal
East Avenue

P.0O. Box 2201
Austin, TX 78768

Dear Mr. Sarwal:

Hancock Neighborhood Associations (HNA) appreciates our opportunities to meet with
you and East Avenue representatives to discuss the proposed change to setback on the
townhomes at the northwest corner of Concordia Drive and Harmon known as Parcel 8a.
A meeting of the HNA was held December 3, 2008, and the following proposal was

approved:

1. The setback on the townhomes at the northwest corner of Concordia Drive and
Harmon known as Parcel 8a would have a 15' 7" setback on the north side (with
no driveway/alley on the north side)

2 The sidewalk on the south side of parcel 82 would be reduced to approximately 5.

Only 1 alley will be located between the town homes, rather than the original

design, which had 2 alleys.

4. The trash receptacles would be contained in the alley between the townhomes on
parcel 8a.

5. There would be no vehicle access/cut-through provided via 921 East 37th street
(which is a dead-end) to Concordia Dr.

6. The fencing between single family homes residences and townhomes will be
esthetically pleasing stone.

7. All of the architectural drawings for the townhomes would go through the
architectural control committee.

e

If you have any questions or would like to communicate with HNA, please feel free to
contact me.

Sincerely,
Carolyn Palaima
Hancock Neighborhood Association President

680-5542
c.palaima@austin.utexas.edu

Hancock NA, Carolyn Pataima, President - 505 E. 40" Street, Austin, TX 78751 page 1 of 1



Gmail - (no subject) 1age 1wl

Gm i ' A Sarwal <ansarwal@gmail.com>

(no subject)

Steve Vinklarek <steve.vinkiarek.h3i2@statefarm.com> Tue, Mar 10, 2009 at 3;,53

To: Andy Sarwal <ansarwal@gmail.com>

Dear Andy,
[ am writing to confirm that [ am a property owner who owns the land immediately adjacent to the East Avenue

development and am most affected by what you are proposing. As you know, we have been working with you for the
past several months and appreciate your cooperation. We, like the neighborhood, are fuily supportive of what has been
presented to the City and are sorry for alf of the efforts you have made and still dealing with one outlier.

Steve Vinkiarek

httny://mail.google.com/mail/?ui=2& ik=48eb799%ad6& view=ptésearch=inbox&msg=111f2... 3/10/2009
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Dear members of the City Council,

As a homeowner / resident on E37th St, | am shocked and dismayed about the actions of East
Avenue Development regarding the properties formerly known as 921 E37th St. '

By dividing this property into two parcels of land and selling one to a utility company (AT&T) for
the purpose of installing two large (6-8’ long, 4’ high) telecommunications boxes, | feel that the goodwill
and trust that has been built up for East Avenue Development has been severely eroded. These changes
were not communicated to me by East Avenue Development, but discovered by a city inspector on
March 24, 2009. AT&T also informed the city inspector that the single-family home on the lot was
scheduled to be torn down in the future.

| object to:

e 921 E37th St being divided into multiple properties
e the placement of two large telecommunications boxes on the front lawn of what was formerly

known as 921 E37th 5t
¢  Structures on 921 E37th St being torn down or the property being absorbed into development

property

The ramiifications of the above changes disrupt the appearance of our street and the last item
especially has the potential to impact property value. Consldering these factors and events, please do
not approve PUD amendment proposals made by East Avenue Development until an agreement is
reached between the neighborhood and East Ave Development regarding properties formerly known as
921 E37th St

Sincerely,

{signature)

Sa..[ [\'r ][l[e'r I i (‘—k (name)
904 € 3774, Aot (address)

ntact)

(512) 489-‘?(,31



Dear members of the City Council,

As a homeowner / resident on E37th St, | am shocked and dismayed about the actions of East
Avenue Development regarding the properties formerly known as 921 E37th St.

By dividing this property into two parcels of land and selling one to a utility company (AT&T) for
the purpose of installing two large (6-8’ long, 4’ high) telecommunications boxes, | feel that the goodwill
and trust that has been buiit up for East Avenue Development has been severely eroded. These changes
were not communicated to me by East Avenue Development, but discovered by a clty inspector on
March 24, 2009. AT&T also informed the city inspector that the single-family home on the lot was
scheduled to be torn down in the future,

i object to:

e 921 E37th St being divided into muitiple properties

e the placement of two large telecommunications boxes on the front lawn of what was formerly
known as 921 E37th St

o Structures on 921 E37th St being torn down or the property being absorbed into development

property

The ramifications of the above changes disrupt the appearance of our street and the last item
especially has the potential to impact property value. Considering these factors and events, please do
not approve PUD amendment proposals made by East Avenue Development until an agreement is
reached between the neighborhood and East Ave Development regarding properties formerly known as
921 E37th St.

. Sincerely,

/l (signature)
!

D(Am:s M. {name)

423 £ 7 (address)

(512) 418 -£328 (contact)

—




Dear members of the City Council,

As a homeowner / resident on E37th St, i am shocked and dismayed about the actions of East
Avenue Development regarding the properties formerly known as 921 E37th St.

By dividing this property into two parcels of land and sefling one to a utility company (AT&T) for
the purpose of installing two large (6-8’ long, 4’ high) telecommunications boxes, | feel that the goodwill
and trust that has been built up for East Avenue Development has been severely eroded. These changes
were not communicated to me by East Avenue Development, but discovered by a city inspector on
March 24, 2009. AT&T also informed the city Inspector that the single-family home on the lot was
scheduled to be torn down in the future.

i object to:

s 921 E37th St being divided into multiple properties

 the placement of two large telecommunications boxes on the front lawn of what was formerly
known as 921 E37th St

e Structures on 921 E37th 5t being torn down or the property being absorbed into development

property

The ramifications of the above changes disrupt the appearance of our street and the last item
especially has the potential to impact property value. Considering these factors and events, please do
not approve PUD amendment proposals made by East Avenue Deveiopment until an agreement is
reached between the neighborhood and East Ave Development regarding properties formerly known as
921 E37th St.

Sincerely,

m %&V (signature)
\/}uiazu Jcﬁwﬁ {name)
Cfao E 37 st (address)

(contact)




Dear members of the City Council,

As a homeowner / resident on E37th St, | am shocked and dismayed about the actions of East
Avenue Development regarding the properties formerly known as 921 E37th St.

By dividing this property into two parcels of land and selling one to a utility company {AT&T) for
the purpose of installing two large (6-8’ long, 4 high) telecommunications boxes, | feel that the goodwill
and trust that has been built up for East Avenue Development has been severely eroded. These changes
were not communicated to me by East Avenue Development, but discovered by a city inspector on
March 24, 2009. AT&T also informed the city inspector that the single-family home on the lot was
scheduled to be torn down in the future.

t object to:

e 921 E37th St being divided into multiple properties
¢ the placement of two large telecommunications boxes on the front lawn of what was formerly
known as 921 E37th St
e Structures on 921 E37th St being torn down or the property being absorbed into development
property
The ramifications of the above changes disrupt the appearance of our street and the last item
especially has the potential to impact property value. Considering these factors and events, please do
not approve PUD amendment proposals made by East Avenue Development until an agreement is
reached between the neighborhood and East Ave Development regarding properties farmerly known as
921 E37th St.

Sincerely,

Nektheo Shovec KTy Thompson —
Q02 E.31St APt A (address

NL-2ZT4677  comact




Dear members of the City Counci,

As a homeowner / resident on E37th St, | am shocked and dismayed about the actions of East
Avenue Development regarding the properties formerly known as 921 E37th St.

By dividing this property into two parcels of land and selling one to a utility company (AT&T) for
the purpose of installing two large (6-8' long, 4’ high) telecommunications boxes, | feel that the goodwill
and trust that has been built up for East Avenue Development has been severely eroded. These changes
were not communicated to me by East Avenue Development, but discovered by a city inspector on
March 24, 2009. AT&T also informed the city inspector that the single-family home on the lot was
scheduled to be torn down in the future.

| object to:

e 921 E37th St being divided into multiple properties

* the placement of two large telecommunications boxes on the front lawn of what was formerly
known as 921 E37th St

e Structures on 921 E37th St being torn down or the property being absorbed into development

property

The ramifications of the above changes disrupt the appearance of our street and the last item
especially has the potential to impact property value. Considering these factors and events, please do
not approve PUD amendment proposals made by East Avenue Development until an agreement is
reached between the neighborhood and East Ave Development regarding properties formerly known as

921 E37th St,
Sincerely,
jﬂl&«"’ﬂ gb’ {signature)
[,aU.T&\ Jgedoef {name)
92 E 27"Cret  (address)

#&omaw




Dear members of the City Council,

As a homeowner / resident on E37th St, | am shocked and dismayed about the actions of East
Avenue Development regarding the properties formerly known as 921 E37th St.

By dividing this property into two parcels of land and selling one to a utility company {(AT&T) for
the purpose of installing two large (6-8’ long, 4’ high) telecommunications boxes, I feel that the goodwill
and trust that has been built up for East Avenue Development has been severely eroded. These changes
were not communicated to me by East Avenue Development, but discovered by a city inspector on
March 24, 2009. AT&T also informed the city inspector that the single-family home on the lot was
scheduled to be torn down in the future.

| object to:

e 921 E37th 5t being divided into muitiple properties
¢ the placement of two large telecommunications boxes on the front lawn of what was formerly

known as 921 E37th St
® Structures on 921 E37th 5t being torn down or the property being absorbed into development

property

The ramifications of the above changes disrupt the appearance of our street and the iast item
especially has the potential to impact property value. Considering these factors and events, please do
not approve PUD amendment proposals made by East Avenue Development until an agreement is
reached between the neighborhood and East Ave Development regarding properties formerly known as

921 E37th 5t.
% Sincerely,
z Z {signature)

Cea Pallister (name)
Ns E. 314h St (address)

20-3¥5-5252  (contacy)




Dear members of the City Council,

As a homeowner / resident on E37th 5t, | am shocked and dismayed about the actions of East
Avenue Development regarding the properties formerly known as 921 E37th St.

By dividing this property into two parcels of land and selling one to a utility company (AT&T) for
the purpose of installing two large (6-8’ long, 4’ high) telecommunications boxes, | feel that the goodwill
and trust that has been built up for East Avenue Development has been severely eroded. These changes
were not communicated to me by East Avenue Development, but discovered by a city inspector on
March 24, 2009. AT&T also informed the city inspector that the single-family home on the lot was
scheduled to be torn down in the future.

| object to:

e 921 E37th St being divided into multiple properties
* the placement of two large telecommunications boxes on the front lawn of what was formerly

known as 921 E37th St
® Structures on 921 E37th St being torn down or the property being absorbed into development

property

The ramifications of the above changes disrupt the appearance of our street and the last item
especially has the potential to Impact property value. Considering these factors and events, please do
not approve PUD amendment proposals made by East Avenue Development until an agreement is
reached between the neighborhood and East Ave Development regarding properties formerly known as

921 E37th St.
% W'V.

{signature)

6-""" Z ﬁﬁ{ (name)
‘qIS’ £ 37 Msf_ (address)
@ ‘f) a @cf - l ?5 Q {contact)




Dear members of the City Council,

As a homeowner / resident on E37th St, | am shocked and dismayed about the actions of East
Avenue Development regarding the properties formerly known as 921 £37th St.

By dividing this property into two parcels of land and selling one to a utility company {AT&T) for
the purpose of instatling two large (6-8’ long, 4’ high) telecommunications boxes, I feel that the goodwill
and trust that has been built up for East Avenue Development has been severely eroded. These changes
were not communicated to me by East Avenue Development, but discovered by a city inspector on
March 24, 2009. AT&T also informed the city inspector that the single-family home on the ot was
scheduled to be torn down in the future.

| object to:

* 921 E37th St being divided into muitiple properties

» the placement of two large telecommunications boxes on the front fawn of what was formerly
known as 921 E37th St

e Structures on 921 E37th St being torn down or the property being absorbed into development

property

The ramifications of the above changes disrupt the appearance of our street and the last item
especially has the potential to impact property value. Considering these factors and events, please do
not approve PUD amendment proposals made by East Avenue Development until an agreement is
reached between the neighborhood and East Ave Development regarding properties formerly known as
921 E37th St.

Sincerely,

(signature)

Chriis Betbag (name)
MY T 31N St faddress)
ﬂ5l~ 140 ’_ifb‘l 1 (contact)
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Dear members of the City Council,

As a homeowner / resident on E37th St, | am shocked and dismayed about the actions of East
Avenue Development regarding the properties formerly known as 921 E37th 5t.

By dividing this property into two parcels of land and selling ane to a utility company (AT&T) for
the purpose of installing two large (6-8' long, 4’ high) telecommunications boxes, | feel that the goodwill
and trust that has been built up for East Avenue Development has been severely eroded. These changes
were not communicated to me by East Avenue Development, but discovered by a city inspector on
March 24, 2009. AT&T also informed the city inspector that the single-family home on the lot was
scheduled to be torn down in the future.

| object to:

e 921 E37th 5t being divided into multiple properties
e the placement of two large telecommunications boxes on the front lawn of what was formerly

known as 921 E37th St
® Structures on 921 E37th St being torn down or the property being absorbed Into development

property
The ramifications of the above changes disrupt the appearance of our street and the last item
especially has the potential to impact property value. Considering these factors and events, please do

not approve PUD amendment proposals made by East Avenue Development until an agreement is
reached between the neighborhood and East Ave Development regarding properties formerty known as

921 E37th St.
Sincerely,




Dear members of the City Council,

As a homeowner / resident on E37th St, | am shocked and dismayed about the actions of East
Avenue Development regarding the properties formerly known as 921 E37th St.

By dividing this property into two parcels of land and selling one to a utility company (AT&T) for
the purpose of installing two large (6-8 long, 4’ high} telecommunications boxes, | feel that the goodwill
and trust that has been built up for East Avenue Development has been severely eroded. These changes
were not communicated to me by East Avenue Development, but discovered by a city inspector on
March 24, 2009. AT&T also informed the city inspector that the single-family home on the lot was
scheduled to be torn down in the future,

| object to:

o 921 E37th St being divided into multiple properties

¢ the placement of two large telecommunications boxes on the front lawn of what was formerly
known as 921 E37th St .

¢ Structures on 921 E37th St being tom down or the property being absorbed into development

property

The ramifications of the above changes disrupt the appearance of our street and the last item
especially has the potential to impact property value. Considering these factors and events, please do
not approve PUD amendment proposals made by East Avenue Development until an agreement is
reached between the neighborhood and East Ave Development regarding properties formerly known as

921 E37th St.
/ Sincerely,
%/ﬁ 4 i — {signature)

/v;f"'f’ % W . /q.'bﬂﬁ 5{name)
Fos E. STU7i (address)
Y7 Y —6 270 {contact)




Dear members of the City Council,

As a homeowner / resident on E37th St, | am shocked and dismayed about the actions of East
Avenue Development regarding the properties formerly known as 921 E37th St.

By dividing this property into two parcels of land and selling one to a utllity company (AT&T) for
the purpose of installing two large (6-8 long, 4’ high) telecommunications boxes, { feel that the goodwill
and trust that has been built up for East Avenue Development has been severely eroded. These changes
were not communicated to me by East Avenue Development, but discovered by a city inspector on
March 24, 2009. AT&T aiso informed the city inspector that the single-family home on the lot was
scheduled to be torn down in the future.

i object to:

e 921 E37th St being divided into multiple properties
¢ the placement of two large telecommunications boxes on the front lawn of what was formerly

known as 921 E37th St
® Structures on 921 E37th St being torn down or the property being absorbed into development

property

The ramifications of the above changes disrupt the appearance of our street and the last item
especially has the potential to impact property value. Considering these factors and events, please do
not approve PUD amendment proposals made by East Avenue Development until an agreement is
reached between the neighborhood and East Ave Development regarding properties formerly known as

921 E37th St.
BW“‘ (slgnature)

BRsAMN SMUTH ‘ gﬂ“ﬂlname)
Q% E§TH" (address)

(contact)




Dear members of the City Council,

As a homeowner / resident on E37th St, | am shocked and dismayed about the actions of East
Avenue Development regarding the properties formerly known as 921 E37th St.

By dividing this property into two parcels of land and selling one to a utility company (AT&T) for
the purpose of installing two large (6-8’ long, 4’ high) telecommunications boxes, | feel that the goodwill
and trust that has been built up for East Avenue Development has been severely eroded. These changes
were not communicated to me by East Avenue Development, but discovered by a city inspector on
March 24, 2009. AT&T also informed the city inspector that the single-family home on the lot was
scheduled to be torn down in the future.

| object to:

* 921 E37th St being divided into multiple properties

» the placement of two large telecommunications boxes on the front lawn of what was formerly
known as 921 E37th St

& Structures on 921 E37th St being torn down or the property being absorbed into development

property

The ramifications of the above changes disrupt the appearance of our street and the last item
especially has the potential to impact property value. Considering these factors and events, please do
not approve PUD amendment proposals made by East Avenue Development until an agreement is
reached between the neighborhood and East Ave Development regarding properties formerly known as ,
921 E37th S5t.

Sincerely,

(signature)

{name)

a10 E_Z_[H‘ st (address)

{contact)




Dear members of the City Council,

As a homeowner / resident on E37th $t, | am shocked and dismayed about the actions of East
Avenue Development regarding the properties formerly known as 921 E37th St.

By dividing this property into two parcels of land and selling one to a utifity company (AT&T) for
the purpose of installing two large (6-8’ long, 4’ high) telecommunications boxes, | feel that the goodwill
and trust that has been built up for East Avenue Development has been severely eroded. These changes
were not communicated to me by East Avenue Development, but discovered by a city inspector on
March 24, 2009. AT&T also informed the city inspector that the single-family home on the lot was
scheduted to be torn down in the future.

I object to:

921 E37th St being divided into multiple properties

¢ the placement of two large telecommunications boxes on the front lawn of what was formerly
known as 921 E37th St

® Structures on 921 E37th St being torn down or the property being absorbed into development

property

The ramifications of the above changes disrupt the appearance of our street and the last item
especially has the potential to impact property value. Considering these factors and events, please do
not approve PUD amendment proposals made by East Avenue Development until an agreement is
reached between the neighborhood and East Ave Development regarding properties formerly known as
921 E37th St.

Sincerely,

C)MJ\?W (signature)
O“'F“f‘ ?M"‘ {name)
Az, € B (address)
AL 318 (contact)




Dear members of the City Council,

As a homeowner / resident on E37th St, | am shocked and dismayed about the actions of East
Avenue Development regarding the properties formerly known as 921 E37th St.

By dividing this property into two parcels of land and selling one to a utility company (AT&T) for
the purpose of installing two large (6-8" long, 4’ high) telecommunications boxes, | feel that the goodwill
and trust that has been built up for East Avenue Development has been severely eroded. These changes
were not communicated to me by East Avenue Development, but discovered by a city inspector on
March 24, 2009. AT&T also informed the clty inspector that the single-family home on the lot was
scheduled to be torn down in the future,

t object to:

e 921 E37th St being divided into multiple properties
¢ the placement of two large telecommunications boxes on the front lawn of what was formerly

known as 921 E37th St
e Structures on 921 E37th 5t being torn down or the property being absorbed into development

property

The ramifications of the above changes disrupt the appearance of our street and the last item
especially has the potential to impact property value. Considering these factors and events, please do
not approve PUD amendment proposals made by East Avenue Development until an agreement is
reached between the neighborhood and East Ave Development regarding properties formerly known as

921 E37th St.
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